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This report rev_i ews the | ' 1 A PreTrial Detention motion was e det.en‘
moons on the Failure to ApP| morelikelytobe grantedforcases pW Cr i m
Actvity (NCA) rate for i nd withmore restrictive PSA alillo
charged with felony <c¢ri mes| recommendations. he Publ
A IS €ssme 3 t ( P S A)ri Wdlint rdhaetBrr 1 Preventive Detention Motions were
rel ease ) epr esce roank ¢ ¢ €  not associated with failure to appear
Metropolitan Detenton Cent| i courornew criminal activity.
This report contFai mnows ege tt 9 As PSA recommendation categories
i ntr odwectionc,l ude a brief df¢ E%:Aamet more resm‘;“ve FTAratesan g a mp | e
court cases uNextdinw@®PéAs r rates increased.
recomme namd omtseireg ePsp A ea n d a || TThe most serious charge for BCMC
detentonpmetonal detenton cases were violent (35), property  p d
NCA raantdeCsA, and. charges (30%), and drug (27%).
_ 1 ROR release recommendations
pretrial phase occurs accouned for 32.7% of violent of the

The

processcountng fowhehet hme chargesrecommendations. RORs ha
defendantaidstherebsspdsi t on| anFTArateof8.5% andan NCA ratg
2017, several changes i n t| of83% ce syst
t hat

atectlprelease among 1 PSA recommendation categories werS -
not evenly distributed between

Beginning in January 2017, violent and nonviolent charges. he flin
preventve detenton ( BAnbDR)o nmn . , . 5 e
fled by tlse oDicet aindt aA i Preventive detention motions have
are . X been filed for alPSA recommendation
ZI ways fl Ie'? | ][‘ tBEr n aII i It 0 categories, including 18.7% with a Eja'n Cou
S a resu o] espletom| ROR. i s
defendanPTibst heahe by a Se , strict
Cart (SJDC) judge | f t he T Higher FTA and NCA rates were the d
remsin custod on n.tt he t R ED CI associated with drug offenses, ’
) y property offenses and public order
or otherwise resolved. offenses.
In June 2017, the Publ i c gl TOver halfofnevmriminal actiyitywas ( PSA)
i mpl emented for use on fel| comprsedoffdegree felonis, nal illo
The PSA was develobpbed b Al misdemeanors accounted for 23% of artne
. ho di . _p | .y new criminal activityand less thal% T hp PSA
wi t eadi ng crimbn _a Just of new criminal activity was 1st e
evidbased, neutr @lstimaher ma geyree felonies.
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while on preties$ bmtalrelleiakced i chroiordi rt dwa tidle ffeanidla naito r e t
future court hearingd nwthlaidlde tom ,pridt fiagls rnéedlosaes adk.f e
el evated risk of cwhmnmiet nogn ap riuehtierSikanlit srcanladhdesnd.st o al

for judges to help ga.lghee tFbSeAsrnek Bepdkeéeedputdi poa
currently used only for felony cases and is used

i nformato®SAn ainlhd -Mahkei nDge cArsanmenwor k [ DMF] ) .

This report is a preliminary review of cases in B
during this tme period. For eligible cases, sever
apear (FTA) rate and the new criminal actvity (NC
provided both el eatamamitdan Isevemal gastoherced , includ
Metropolitan Detenton Center (MDC).
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BCMCowi ded el ectronic data for felony cases fled
were approxitomagsed yf 138d 9RW6BGr i ng this tme period. The

what type of c¢cri minal c har glehse werriemifnlad i cahguavigresst wee
and assigned t.o @hahaegewerad eigdeviytofl eedrvtiacs!| Moirol ent ¢
charges were further divided into a series of <cat
order/ otheheséenatsegories were assigned based on
involved input from vaEaohscaséeéemiwvasl assisgoedpartcta
most seriousFechaeagehovaseal 4. hi ghest charge categol
the most serious and public order/other being the
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Violent|{Viol ent
No-Ni ol e/Dr ug

NoNi ol ef]Property
No-Ni ol el DWI
NoNi ol efl]Public Orde

Of the 33,926 cases in the BCMC electronic dat a,
charge (see Figure 1). The -vrieomae mti ncgh abr5¢e s( 202n, 10y3.1 T
cases iwmi 6olhenthomategories varied greawliplenee Fi g
charges were for drug ofenses (27% or 9,037) and
order/ other ofenses and DWI of enseds 1c%,mprre sspeedc ttvheel

! There were a small number of cases (18) missing from the BCMC electronic data. It is unclear why these cases
were not in the electronic data provided.



Figure 1 - Metro Felony Cases by General
Case Category
Jan 2014 through Mar 2019

Public Order / Other,
2,560, 7%

DWI, 376, 1%

There were 10,775 BCMCwicals RS AQfn tthheeeteperstsyir oineé ¢ da
combinatons based on the FTA and NCA scores, t her
ROR, ROR with PMtalpn 8r Belemsé, wahtd dcaxi mum cond
Six categorPNFIk,3ROnNd ROKRt accbmax cdondintamsy 3 of

recommendatons (23%, 23%+PMlnd2 24 o0 uretsepce cftore | y5 %
—-PMLadcounted for an addPMlonhAladddwu mthecamabl eRORpoO
cases (5%).

Figure 2 - PSA Recommendation Level

ROR-PML4,
569, 5%

ROR-PML3,
2,440,23%

¢ Kt®lzo {IATOS 8 &8 Sa AW/ i/ KIF NE32 NA S a

Vi ol ent ¢ hadbgedasweceoomp2r6i.s6e% and 5R2é&c ommandatydhhmar gatse d
Viol ent charges account eda fRdic onmme r5d2h. 9004 h dalafdge f t
porton ofatR@®RME Wi t(Thhle. 8&%)o | etnlicehmadgieedes @ fi t sel f doe
increase either the F$SAooesNCAascdreéeyvewhihehrace mm
Factors othed bfamrteh d leehtgergnentmay sRDA £

2The PSA was only included if it was administered for release decision making, not solely for selecting a level of
supervision for pretrial services.



Figure 3 - PSA Recommendation Category by Violent/Non-Violent
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Figure 4t iiesmMmpaoemendat on c atvea god reind sb hten tt hceh acr agsee
categories. The peracRDEIRs 082v V%) entachgedowbkatt he
cases. The percent of casesi wi ¢é¢ht dea =emihmalsi gchoenrd i
than violent cases ([hweavMMatompRAtdheoommeBdgt on
cat egwarsi essmal | er P ML 74% tfoo r3-FRBOR flL o m—PBVAQAR QR

Figure 4 - Violent/Non-Violent Categories by PSA
Recommendation
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Amongvnohent charges, there was variaton in the m

of enses acbceotunneteend 2f30.r4 % and 34. 7% of recommendat on
of enses ranged fbDbWm @DeO0%Ne s oaBd. 83%bl ic order ofen:



Figure 5 - PSA Recommendation Categories by Charge Level for Non-
Violent Charges

EDrug DOProperty ODWI DOPublic Order / Other
80.0%

60.0%

40.0%

20.0%

0.0%

ROR ROR -PML 1 ROR - PML 2 ROR - PML 3 ROR - PML 4 Detain Max
The diferences between categories is evems Mmgre ap
category (see Figure 6). Violent ofenses have a R
of enses have a ROR recommendaton in 15.3% of case

detain/ max conditon recommérdatsen (806t & ohed RBab%

OBgcause the PSA contso deéersi me vial é ent,q cionior éuaddi anogw 1sa
at current arrest, prior felony convictbhss prior
fndiBegnot unexpected.

Figure 6 - General Charge Categories by PSA Recommendation Level
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This section discusses the PSA and PTD motions. Almost 19% of the 10,775 felony court cases with a PSA
hada motion filed forlPTE. The filing of a PTD motioniisni t i at ed by the District
results in a hold for the defendant until a detention hearing is held in S¥&result of the hearing

PTD motions are granted, denied, withdrawn at or before the hearing, or the motion can be pending or
have a case resolution in lieu afi order on the PTD motion.

3The 2,029 cases with a PTD motion do not include motions filed during the SIDC portion of the case or
defendants without a PSA.
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compae8inw (167 cases)
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with maxi mum

casedMLwdt hcaobBbmbDerhof on.
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Figure 7 - PSA Recommendation Categories
for PTD Motions

ROR-PML3,
496, 25%

ROR-PML4,/
144,7%

ROR-PML1,
~167,8%

Hgure 8 reports the PTD motons by PSA Tkeommendat
majority of cases with a PTD(dMé6ttwomnrwdDB83@dacsas ewi)t
propert yiadfhe nas ePESTdmpnroit oend 1 3 fve s paEfc 1Gleed ycases with
fled. The remaining cases were accounted for by p
Figure 8 - Case Charge Categories
for PTD Motions
Public Order/
DWI, 19,1% Other, 83, 4%
The 1,330 cases with a highest violent charge and
a violent ofense (see Table 2). A smaller porton
public order/ ot hehceaseanPdd, md2on%foed. Of the DWI
cases had a PTD moton fled. Cases with property o
drug of eeamoed®nhadh 8. 1% of cases.

1ROR( 7 %)



¢loftS v /&S /FGSI2NRE

NoTBP Mo| PTD Mo Tot

Cou % Cou %
Violent 2,6/66.{1, 3/33.|3,9
Drug 2,9/91. 262 8. 1| 3, 2
Property 2,7|89. 33510.|3,1
D WI 92 |82. 19 |17. 111
Public Or| 282 77. 83 |22. 365
¢23/8, 7|/81.|2,0[{18.[10, 7

Figure 9 reports PTD moton results by PSA recomme
can eigrhaent ebde, deno tod, Helwn tdhaemawal,, mot osrn ndutaco mes
patern across the charge cagsheegcoonmoees . r s ttthieet P&SA r
percent of caskeBhigy aing eadn ienxcpecatgeedgésadt agbe Wmoe & peE
grant PTD motons as PSA scores increased.

Amooagswestwhi alheartgedche percentf grhastedi whsalR®R reco
while the percent granted for those recommended f
73.1%. Whil endahse |vaargieatfoor idsr ugp afkasge,i hbeeaseées
granted for RORs to 49.5% granted for detain/rele
the percent granted was 16. 7% for RORsfror¢ecommendat
detain/release wng.h Maxihi enuvnerceondeny few DWI cases
191 eddh,rweeer e grant-ePdML( t3woanRIOROne detain/release with
Public order/ other ofenses had a | ower percent of
lvel , ranging for 1623.9%652% hteo cas® sgmwanthedletand/ rel ea
condiweogesant ed.

Figure 9 - Preventive Detention Motion Outcomes by Case Category and
Recommendation Level
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4 Granted motions included cases for which there was a no bond hold issued in lieu of a granted motion. Denied
motions included those for which conditions of release were set or for which the motion was denied by the courts.
The dher category is comprised of pending motions or motions for which there was case resolution in lieu of order
on the PTD motion.
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A tot al of 2,029 motons fled in BCMC had a PSA, a
t wo outcome measures: failure to appear (FTA) war
excl whletiohdee f e wdaasrott i n cuBFAdyl1la4pr phbeding cases (7
was c¢closed but the inmate was in custody durin

g t
cases with a PTD moton and a PSA on a closed case
communiityggdtuhéeapreeri o0& aBleesr eviwehr @ ,SPA t hat ft t
as the PTD cases

FTA and NCA rates were calculated for those with

denied or withdr awnnomoPtToDn )moatnodn .t hFoosre twhhoesheF TwWA trha tae
was 17.8% &od L18Bose without ar hRRT INOWo troant e( sfeoer R ihgous
moton was 18. 0% and the rat/. for those with no mo

A h@&gua@elestindbdpenwasnceger formed to determine i f the
the outcome measures and tBBgumpresdrcd otfsha RTIAtmd

used to detcanmigwariickdt w9 are independemnheofredbaeé oa
bet ween the variables is statstcalllf silgamivamanabl
independent of one another, then krmpowltdhdge tchferone

The ressultesstofi nmdicated the associaton between t ht
signifcant[Mybsd 94 i3fddadrdts 3 Whi | e 8% edief ewraesncae lb.et we e
NCA r atllzesmdtoan Pand ,ao sByiuba rro tdoemdat sf at stcally signi
associaton between a RTBomathgn vamd §tt(ok: aWBA =tbyt € h a
73R3. 398 both cases, Kknowi mgsiofti ah edeawivdaddodta B DD
i mprowadit hey itfoF 3k tomweotNICA\. Tohcicsuri ndi deaft emwd dtihta ta a n
PTmot on that results in a releasmeofmomelichichkeoldy dul
i nmate aRiTMbobonh to miss a couttnewpear(aheaa |l Toaakclta ntn
for compheaereechesults summary.)

Figure 10 - FTA and NCA Rates by PTD Motion
EPTD Motion @ No PTD Motion O Overall

20.0%

18.1% 18.1%
16.0% 16.7% 16.8%

12.0%

8.0%

4.0%

0.0%
FTA Rate NCA Rate

5 Cases could either terminate their pretrial period during the BCMC portion of the case or they may be indicted to
SJDC durinthis pretrial period. This extends the exposure time and provides additional opportunities for failures.
The outcome rates for the cases considered separately is very different, but is reported in the aggregate.
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The FTA rates by PSA recommendaton categmey incre
more restFoirt9lbes e, with an assessameht FaAdi%eakepowas e
For those with a recommendaton of ROR, the FTA r a
16% for those 8 tflora P&MNL 21y, PIRMN9%3f omnEMR 44 . Among
recommended t o daearaxi rc oonrdirtelnea s8a%ieh 8FHTdAI fr eart een oneass 2
bet welRRESA recommendattohfeT Aa tr esgtear tysatacnadl I[-y¥( 55,i gni f cant
b=6,994 =5910Id3..01]

Figure 11 - FTA Rate by PSA Recommendation Category
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Similar to the FTA rates, the NLAegameshhhomer eased
restri EbvleOrlase e, wi th an assessment and exposur e,
Figure 12). For those with a recommendaton of ROR
for those w8% H WM& PWAL IT®».r 1IPPNELYBf omanEdMP2 4. Among tho
recommended to detain or N@Aaectaes edaksii A .mae dEamMdirtaa
di ferences between PSA recommendaton cat[e"gbry and
b=6,94237 .,.I80D 1] .

Figure 12 - NCA Rate by PSA Recommendation Category

I NCA Rate by PSA Category == « Overall NCA Rate (16.8%)
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FTA rates varied by charge cat e gloOy2f oD Wlo wefde hye & i
ofenses at 11.4% and puh¥l csoe deirgur oethz)y. oTleea skB/
among ndd upgr capert y 4% faeh3®d & sapte c2 Fsed war eA tcehstda demonst
statstcally signifcant associatrandbbgEttlvwpden t he cas
126 .,32®0rJug and property of enan skFTwercommpareed itkoe | wi
and public order/other charges.



Figure 13 - FTA Rate by Charge Category

[ FTA Rate by Charge Category == « Overall FTA Rate (18.1%)
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NCA rates also varied by ofense ca5é&bhobdboy] ove&/d dbie
violent ofenses at 15% 7% eaen dFidg wrge olpd)b.s eThat NAK . 1 ¢
order/ other ® emded hwashilghest NCA @2altge Wwashfor pr
sqguaest af ossunad stcally signifcant asstohcei aNNGefn rbaettew el e

( b76,94145 . 188 DPIrlo.per tsy wehraer geuch more | i kely to be
criminal actvity, followed by public order/ other
hawaweNCA.

Figure 14 - NCA Rate by Charge Category

[ NCA Rate by Charge Category == - Overall NCA Rate (16.8%)
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Overasquacagindslebatvear i @abir@@$s ated to the FTA rate an
Preventve detwaene eamodmaet @aietdh ewirtahbhe RNCA r at e. Bot h t
recommendaton categorweaenditghme foclaandey aa&tleag ®rdy t o
NCA rateg thditcabth hdl g htemaet o atrh ea blaiekaulrieh od d bmft h:
types.

Table 3. ChBquare Results Summary Table

df N X2 Sig.
FTA Rate * PTD Motion 1 6,194 0.034 n/a
NCA Rate * PTD Motion 1 6,194 0.732 n/a
FTA Rate * PSRecommendation Category 5 6,194 | 213597 p<.01
NCA Rate * PSA Recommendation Category| 5 6,194 | 237.609 p<.01
FTA Rate * Charge Category 4 6,194 | 126.320 p<.01
NCA Rate * Charge Category 4 6,194 | 115.889 p<.01
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New criminal actwifty asecessrerde & alisme sd rodi ¥ teox pcorseuartee.
compari son between thecassesstbsedasaseweanrdreheeWEA
charge category and the highest charge | evel

Figure 15 sheNasA,t haendNQAo,t anloncount s fdhecmests uUNi ga
cases where an N@A iocaclc uprerreido di nwatsh ef oprr ecases with p
small est group of casesatébB9 Wwothl hetwwhehar wese Whi
too smal |, ftohre arneanhayisniisng charge categories were re&e
actvity that occurred during the pretrial period.

Figure 15 - NCA Counts by Charge Category
3,000

ENCA @ No New Charge
2,500 2,328

1,869
2,000 1,759

1,500
2,055

1,000 1,559 1,335

500

179
59 56 147

) =3 32
Violent Drug Property DWI Public Order /
Other

The sW&€reat egor i zed hiamdgaet @ dier s atmepes as tWhe | @ssesse

NCA fell into all charge categomorg,Vitdhleegrt wadr s,
property ofenses. Among the violent cases, the | a
with the remaining 54.2% of NCA comprised. of drug
For drug ofenses, the top cat egowiyt hoft hnee w ecraa rng ensg
in other charge cat egernisgesso ftEBhoer tcoaps ecsa twigtor y of ne
property4d dohHetste st he remaini ng BRbI6I%C | oweaat hne@raec s e
evenly distributed among categorie&Qvaevialhl t htehil &r
indicateewtlcai mmiumalngadthweifpoyre ttrhiocasle pweirtihodvi ol ent ,
of ena@smore |ikely to be the same khad afhycoilmer a:
i ndividuall it ad ddgiotpaemr,c e nwa& olpluiNeCC Ao nwhant ¢ omhlear regar c
the charge category, ranging from 13.4% to 21. 9%.

6 With the inclusion of additional casahge distribution of public order / other cases may change substantially.
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Figure 16 - NCA Categories by Case Categories
EViolent EDrug DOProperty ODWI @EPublic Order / Other
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The charge | eveds wkhe easoenpae ases and NCA case!

(51) and 9% (92) of the new4fl egeshs E®eol a5yt
Mi sdemaarcorunt ed for the next | rgest porton of ne
Pex mi sdemeanors comprised 10% (107) of the NCAs.

@dc

charges, just IidedgredPeéhonygh d&%hdie guveeree c2ompr i sed
hgfr
a

Figure 17. NCA Charge Levels

Petty Misd., 107,
10%

F1,10,1% F2,51,5%

F3,92,9%

F4,539,52%

TableFdgand 18 show t he champmer il eovre |l b eotfwed ehre talses e s s
char geRelgavdll.ess of the sassesskeddchargehéebetgestd
freadm. 3% for F3s to 62.5% for Fls. Misdemeanors ac
charges for all chasan@d .  &&t dOgpar i€ s,t h2e3 % ,f0o4r2 AHMCA c a
(42.2%) were of a | ower charge |l evel than origina
the same charge | evel

"The 4" degree felonies includes instances where the charge level is not idenfitslseems to occur most
typically when initial charges may not include enough detail to agbig level, such as which if it is a first or
subsequent offense.
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Table 4: Assessed Case Charge Levels and NCA Charge Le

Assessed Case Char| F1| F2| F3| F4 | Misd. | Petty Misd.| Total
F1 0]1]0] 5 2 0 8
F2 1]13|6| 24| 13 4 51
F3 11913/ 54| 30 15 122
F4 8 | 38| 73| 456 | 198 88 861
Total | 10 | 51| 92 | 539 | 243 107 1,042

Figure 18 - Assessed Charge Levels and NCA Charge Levels
EFl @F2 @OF3 ©OF4 @Misd. [EPetty Misd.

F1 F2 F3 F4 or Unk Felony

| 2y Ot dzaA2y

Thi svpewsented the FTA rate and NCA rate for case:
outcome measures were calculated by the fling of
category, and the charge category.

The relatonship MEA weatned haend TtAhea nRISA recommendat c
signisfocc akntowl edge of the PSA esatmag er yt hiefnd ii kkued & shtohoe
of either type. Similarly, the charge &CaAt eqary,is

with the highest rates of failure among drug ofen
of enSleiss could be for a variety of reasons, such |
| engt h aonftdheade kel i madod of indictme

The FTAor atases with 7a 8P Bonmdoo¥dBnt hwoasse wi fTheut a PT
NCA rate for those with a PTD moton was7%lTh.e0% and
di ference between thes®i gmiofupantwasi maitc dtcrmad stt lcat |t
associ aftaeid uwiet.h Whil e the PSA recommaemheaabinl anyg Tob
est mat e t hoef diilkwerld , hotebdee R Talx kingdtheemm e od od awd uvirredi cat

fai |l lumset ead, the PSA recommendaton and charge cate
estmate future failure.

For the NCA that occurred, the new c¢criminal actvi
for violemngopantuy, afnemioegh the | argest single cat
original charge. Afldnewnall mi ndhegmeij o(fS5elwacdrecor
51. 7&%) 1l owed by (Ri48d3aec@Botrise NCAg adAes 2Radfa tlhewer
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Appendi x oA: Ma&kd ingi Fr amewor k

The PSA recommendation category is assigned based
and failure to appear (FTA). These scores are gen
current of f epnrsieo ri ncfoonrvnmiacttiioonn,s |, prior failures to a
Al) .
¢LofS ' m® wAaial CIFOG2NA IyR t NB
wAdl CIF OG2NJ C¢|b/ !l b=x/
1. Age at current arrest X
2 Current violent ofense X
/| dZNNBYy (G OA2t Sydf RS NH X
3. Pending charge at the tme of X X X
4 Prior misdemeanor convicton X
5. Prior felony convicton X
t NA2NJ O2y @A Oa2y O] X X
6 . Prior violent convicton X X
7. Priomappaiaruie the past two y{( X X
8. Prior failure to appear ol den X
9. Prior sentence to incarcerat X
As the NCA and FTA scores increase, the release r
(see TableeAdmMmembdaséeons aMakpagt Foametwer be ¢ DMFDnNn
assign recommended conditions of release. These ¢
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